and more male than the populace at large. I found myself thinking of Hugh Hefner with a master's degree.
Their feelings about members of the Christian right could be received largely as an indictment of Christians (as was the intention of the UnChristian book which looked at young people a few years ago), but their responses could also serve as grounds for criticism of the progressives. Certain themes in the comments aimed at members of the Christian right emerge. It turns out that some cultural progressives are so offended by the presence of Christian conservatives, they would likely move from a neighborhood where they were aware of their presence. The attitude bears a strange resemblance to that of whites who fled the presence of African-Americans in the neighborhood. In addition, many cultural progressives responded to questions about positive attributes about their opponents by saying that they could not risk saying anything good about them. The virtue of intellectual charity appears to be almost entirely absent. Of course, that is the nature of the dispute, is it not? If one feels that he is battling with benighted morons just a few clicks from burning witches, then it may be expected that the level of enmity would be so great.
The authors hasten to explain that they have not produced a probability study. In other words, the respondents were not sifted out from a massive random survey. Rather, the authors approached culturally progressive organizations with many members and asked for their help in finding participants for their written questionnaires.
The questions were open-ended, which allowed those who replied to be highly specific about their thoughts and feelings. In order to distill the responses in a way that is manageable for readers, the authors chose the responses which were the most articulate and representative for direct presentation. However, they used all of the responses from over 3,500 survey takers in their work of classification. While one might complain that the answers are from self-selected individuals, the criticism can be blunted by the fact that the authors did not seek to take the temperature of Americans at large. Rather, the thrust of their effort was to gain information from those Americans who feel most strongly that the Christian right must be stopped, contained, and marginalized. For that type of study, the methodology employed works well and, as the authors point out, is highly likely to be reinforced by further studies.
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